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Thbappficaflonhssbeonexamtnod □ Responsive to owmnunbatton filed on. 



. □ Trdt action i» made final. 



Parti THE FOLLOWING ATTACHMENT^) ARE PART OF THIS ACTION: 

n^gf Notice of References Citod by Examiner. PTO-892. 
!□ Notice of Art Citod by Applicant, P TO- 1449. 
5. □ Information on How to Effect Drawing Changes, PTO-1474. 

Part 11 SUMMARY OF ACTION 

1.^1 Claims t~ $ ■ 



2. □ Notice re Patent Drawing. PTO-948. 
4. □ Notice of Informal Patent Application, Form P TO- 152 
6. □ _ 



_ are pending in the application. 



Of the above, claims _ 



2. 0 Claim s_ 
Claims _ 
laims _ 
Claims _ 

6. CD Claim s_ 



_ are withdrawn from consideration. 

have been cancelled, 

are allowed. 

are rejected. 

are objected to. 



_ are subject to restriction or election requirement. 



7. □ This application has been fled with informal drawings under 37 C.F.R. 1 .85 which are acceptable tor examination purposes. 

8. □ Formal drawings are required in response to this Office action. 



9. 0 The corrected or substitute drawings have been received on _ 



Under 37 C.F.R. 1-84 these drawings 



are □ acceptable; □ not acceptable (see explanation or Notice re Patent Drawing, PTO-948). 

. has (have) been O approved by the 



10. □ The proposed additional or substitute sheets) of drawings, filed on 
examiner; □ disapproved by the examiner (see explanation). 



11. CD The proposed drawing correction, filed 



_, has been □ approved; □ disapproved (see explanation). 



12^Acknowtedgemont is made of the daim tor priority under U. S C. 119. The certified copy has-been received □ not been received 

p been filed in parent application, serial no. . ; ffled 00 ■ ' 

1 3 □ Since this application apppears to be in condition for allowance except tor formal matters, prosecution a. to the merits is closed in 
U aXe l the pnX under Ex parte Ouayle. 1935 CD. 11; 453 O.G. 213. 

14. □other 
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1. The following guidelines illustrate the preferred layout and 
content for patent applications. These guidelines are suggested 
for the applicant's use. 

Arrangement of the Specification 

The following order or arrangement is preferred in framinn 
eaVoTt'heTetr " d >."*«* tit.l/of the inl n " 9 

Indited bel^w ^ ltemS ShOUld P ^ eded ^ ^ 

<a) Title of the Invention. 

('c! S^at 5 e^nt fere T S t0 K Related ^Plications (if any), 
(c) Statement as to rights to inventions made under 

Cri> ^ rall y- 5 P° nso ^ research and development (if any). 
<d) Background of the invention. V 

1. Field of the Invention. 

2. Description of the Related ftrt including 
information disclosed under 37 C. F. R. §§ 1.97- 

(e) Summary of the Invention. 

<f> Brief Description of the Drawing. 

<g> Description of the Preferred Embod i ment ( s ) . 

(h) Claim(s). 

(i) Abstract of the Disclosure. 

2. Applicant is reminded of the proper language and format of 
an Abstract of the Disclosure. 

li-i*I2V bStr * C V hOUld bp in dative for. and generally 
limited to a single paragraph on a separate sheet within the 

^V™ 0 t0 word5 ' Jt is important that the abstract not 

exceed 250 words' in length since the space provided for the 
abstract on the computer tape used by the printer is l^ed 
The form and legal phraseology often'used in patent lails such 
as "means" and "said", should be avoided. The abstract should 
describe the disclosure sufficiently to assist readers in 
^for d^ans?^ 6 ^ * the full patent 

re D eaI h !nf^? Se Cl " r and conci " *nd should not 

repeat information given in the title. It should avoid usino 

"?he S dis^ 1Ch C ^ 5? lmPlied ' SUCh " The disclosur concerns « 

dlscrfbe!, "etc. ' ^ ^ inv<?ntion '" "The disclosure ' 

3. The drawings are objected to because all blocks should be 



r 
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labeled with descriptive legends. Correction is required. 
4. Claims 1-28 are rejected under 35 U. S. C. § 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point 
out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

The phrase "for example" in claims 1 and 11 is vague and 
indefinite because it does not clearly indicate what's claimed? 

In claim 1, "said signal" lacks antecedent basis. Is it a 
wide-band digital signal or a digital audio signafor what? 

In claim 1, it is not clear what is meant by "which is 
constructed to generate a second digital signal and supply said 
5 i gnal to an out put ".? 

The phrase "the number of information packet 0" is vague 
and i nde f i n i t e. 

In claim 1, line 27, "and in that" is not clear. 

In claim 1, it is not clear what is meant by "the number of 

information packets in a number of the other frames is equal to 

p'+l so as to exactly comply with the requirement that the 

average frame rate of the second digital signal should be 
substantially equal to FS/flS"? 

The phrase "p' being the next lower integer following P" is 

not c 1 ear. 

In claims 5, 6, 8, 13, 25 and 27-28, "(if present)" is not 
clear and the parenthesis should be removed. 
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. In claim 8, "said samples" lacks antecedent basis. fire they 
the samples of the subband signals or what? 

In claims 11 and 12, "said subband" lacks antecedent basis. 
Is it a specific subband, subband signal, a second subband signal 
component or what? 

In claim 15, it is not clear what is meant by "the scale- 
factor information is inserted in the third frame portion before 
the quantised subband signal components"? 

" In claim 16, "the <p' + l)-st information" is not clear. 
In claim 24 and 26 "information" is not clear what is 
information preferred to. 

Claims 2-4, 7, 9-10, 14 and 17-23 are rejected since they 
depend from claim 1. 

5. Claims 1-28 would be allowable if rewritten or amended to 
overcome the rejection under 35 U. S. C. § 112. 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is 
considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

Brusewitz, Crouse et al. and Beraud et al. are all cited to 
show a method and means for variable length coding or a table 
controlled dynamic bit allocation in a variable rate sub-band 
speech coder which is considered pertinent to the claimed 



invent i on 
n 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Dang Ton 
whose telephone number is (703) 308-0465. 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the statu 
this application should be directed to the Group receptionist 
whose telephone number is (703) 3O8-0962. 



D. TON :1m f > j) 



November 05, 1991 DOUGLAS W. OLMS 

SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
ART UNIT 263 



